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to this man to do this rather than that, to another to undo this
piece of work or alter that. The role of each sub-agent is to
respond to specific stimuli provided by the dominant agent,
adjusting the details of his response by the process of trial.

If we accept the second alternative, then the process of
morphogenesis must be compared with the action of an ant
community in building or repairing damage to the nest. The
situation, perceived through the sense receptors of a multitude of
ants (the cells in morphogenesis), initiates the appropriate
activities in them. But there is no dominant agent directing all
these individual activities. The repair of the damage is the
resultant of the continued action of a number of agents, each
responding to the general situation in accordance with its instinctive
nature, supplemented by trial adjustments to the details of the
situation. If this is the case, the morphogenetic field must be
compared with a pure democrary, not an autocracy. There is no
co-ordinating central agent. But, as Whitehead suggests, there
may be living agents in which the nexus of their processes may at
one moment give rise to a unitary process (an actual occasion)
which is a feeling subject, and at another revert to a democracy
of feeling subjects which constitute a causal unit solely by reason
of their mutual action on one another. To understand this idea it
must be remembered that, according to Whitehead, the initial
phase of any actual occasion, for instance, a percipient event in
the Central Agent ,is a concrescence or growing together of
feelings provided by contiguous actual occasions, He envisages
the possibility of a nexus of feelings which may at times undergo
concrescence into a subject of a higher order, and at other times
remain as the feelings of subjects separate except for their mutual
causal action upon each other.

Although it seems impossible to do more than discuss this in
an extremely speculative and inconclusive fashion, the matter is
so important for a definition of the problem of morphogenetic
regulation that some discussion must be attempted.

The most direct reason for attributing a central agent to a
region carrying a morphogenetic field, whether the embryo as a
whole or ,a self-differentiating part, would be that it exhibits trial
behaviour as a unit. Several authors have suggested that regula-
tion of form-production is effected by the process of trial and
error. For instance, Jennings says (pp. 348-9) : Tt is perhaps
more difficult to apply the method of regulation above set forth